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Max Weber: and I think Max Weber still stands. "But
with much of what he says, particularly with regard
to the desirability of transcending the rather trite
generalisations of elementary statics, I am in cordial
agreement. Where I part company with him is in
the belief that it is possible to do this without sacri-
ficing precision and without regarding the essential
static foundations as useless. My acquaintance with
the findings of modern mathematical physics and
astronomy is not great, but I question whether the
eminent scientists to whom he makes appeal would
share his apparently very low opinion of the methods
of mathematical economics, however much they felt
that its results were still in a very elementary stage.
In this respect I am in fairly complete agreement
with what has been said already by Professor Knight.1
I cannot help feeling, too, that, so far as this essay
is concerned, one or two inadvertent acerbities of
exposition have so angered Professor Souter that he
has really misunderstood my position much more
than would otherwise have been the case. I regret
this, but it is difficult to know what to do about
it. At one or two points I have tried to make things
clearer. But to defend myself against all these mis-
understandings would involve so great an overloading
with personal apologia of what is perhaps already an
unduly protracted essay that I fear I should become
totally unreadable. I do not wish to appear dis-
courteous, and I hope, if time permits me to complete
various works now projected, to be able to do some-
thing to persuade Professor Souter that my claim that
he has misunderstood me is not unjustified.
1 "Economic Science in Recent Discussion", American Economic Review
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